REMARKS 

Claims 1-20 are pending in the application and stand rejected. Claims 1 and 1 1 
have been amended. Claims 8, 9, 18 and 19 have been canceled without prejudice. New 
claims 21 and 22 have been added. No new matter has been introduced by virtue of the 
claim amendments. Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration of the claim rejections 
based on the above amendment and the following remarks. 
Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. S 102 

Claims 1, 4-1 1 and 14-20 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,105,173 to Brown . 

Under 35 U.S.C. 102, a claim is anticipated only if each and every element as set 
forth in the claim is found, either expressly or inherently described, in a single prior art 
reference. The identical invention must be shown in as complete detail as is contained in 
the claim. (See MPEP §2131.). The single prior art reference must disclose all of the 
elements of the claimed invention functioning essentially in the same manner (see, 
Shanklin Corp. v. Springfield Photo Mount Corp, 521 F.2d 609 (1 st Cir. 1975). 

It is respectfully submitted that at the very minimum, for the reasons set forth 
below, Brown is legally deficient to establish a prima facie case of anticipation against 
claims 1 and 1 1 . For instance, Brown clearly does not disclose or suggest a sock having a 
first material a second material and a seamless connection that have substantially the 
same thickness , as essentially claimed in claims 1 and 1 1 . 

In particular, the Examiner contends (on page 2 of the Office Action) that Brown 
discloses a sock having a first portion (18) and a second portion (11) that are "seamlessly 
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connected" (14, 21, 24 and 25). Although Applicant respectfully disagrees with 
Examiner's characterization of Brown as disclosing a seamless connection, it is 
abundantly clear from FIG. 3 of Brown , for example, that the "seamless connection" (14, 
21, 24 and 25) is very bulky and that the seamless connection (14, 21, 24 and 25) does 
not have substantially the same thickness as the first portion (18) and second portion (1 1). 

Accordingly, for at least the above reasons, claims 1 and 1 1 are patentably distinct 
and patentable over Brown . Further, all pending claims that depend from claims 1 and 1 1 
are patentably distinct and patentable over Brown at least by virtue of their dependence 
from respective base claims 1 and 1 1 . 

Furthermore, with respect to new claims 21 and 22, FIG. 3 of Brown clearly does 
not disclose or suggest a seamless connection that comprises an integrally woven 
connection. Therefore, the withdrawal of the rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) is 
respectfully requested. 
Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. § 103 

Claims 2, 3, 12 and 13 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being unpatentable 
over Brown in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,926,852 to Hudv . At the very minimum, claims 
2, 3, 12, and 13 are patentable and non-obvious over the combination of Brown and Hudv 
at least by virtue of their dependence from respective base claims 1 and 1 1 . 

Indeed, Applicant respectfully submits that the combination of Brown and Hudv 
does not disclose or suggest a first material a second material and a seamless connection 
that have substantially the same thickness . In particular, as explained above, Brown does 
not disclose these features. 
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Moreover, Hudv does not cure the deficiencies of Brown in this regard. In fact, in 
stark contrast, Hudv explicitly discloses a sock that has a lower portion (34), which is 
much thicker than an upper potion (32) of the sock (see, Hudv Col. 2, lines 30-31). 

Thus, at the very least, the combined teachings of Brown and Hudv do not 
disclose or suggest the claimed inventions of claims 1 and 1 1 . In fact, since Brown and 
Hudv disclose socks having varying thicknesses of materials and seams, Brown and 
Hudv actually teach away from the claimed inventions of claim 1 and 1 1 and, thus, there 
is no motivation for combining their teachings to derive the inventions of claims 1 and 
11. Accordingly, withdrawal of the obviousness rejections is respectfully requested. 
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